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Assistant Commissioner for Patents 

Washington, D.C. 20231 Q RQU P 3600 

RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 
Responsive to the restriction requirement and species election set forth in the 
Action, Paper No. 8, dated 09/09/02, Applicant elects Group I, species i, with 
traverse. It is understood that claims » 1.2, 19 and 25 are deemed generic and will be 
examined along with the elected species claims 3-8, and that, if the generic claims and 
elected species claims are deemed allowable, the other so-called "species claims- 
depending from the generic claims will also be examined and allowed if deemed 
patentable. 
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Applicant objects to the designations of separate species as between the 
various subgroups identified in the Action. The subgroups of claims are not directed 
to different (as in alternative) embodiments but to different subcombinational 
features. For example, claims 9 and 12 are directed to different features added to the 
base combination of claim 1. 

No authority is cited as the legal basis for species designation in this manner; 
nor is any factual basis cited identifying the subject matter of me different subgroups 
as truly different species. If mis concept of restriction as to species is followed 
consistently, virtually every claim that adds a feature to an independent claim could 
be held subject to a restriction requirement in every case. This approach could lead, 
potentially, to applicants having to file many different divisional applications to cover 
all the features of an invention, if the generic claims were rejected. 

Reconsideration is requested, and it is further requested that all claims in 
Group I be searched and examined. 
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